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Abstract
Phase-sensitive photon storage of hard x-rays in resowaitesng of light off nuclei is investigated
theoretically. We show that by switching off and on againnagnetic field in the nuclear sample, phase-
sensitive storage of keV-photon pulses can be achievedie§mndingr phase modulation of the stored
photon is possible if the retrieving magnetic field is rotig 180°. As phase control tests we put forward
a two-target setup that allows for the formation of a magadii induced nuclear exciton echo and presents
in itself another alternative for single-photon storagéede control techniques for a single photon in the

10 keV range may provide the potential of substantiallyrdting future photonic devices.
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The development of modern x-ray sources has come to extesotum optics to the x-ray
region in exciting applications such as controlling theay-refractive index in atomic and nuclear
systemsHlDZ , the Autler-Townes eﬁeg [3] and electroregally induced transparency (EIT)
for x-rays al ], or entanglement with keV photons via spo@ous parametric down-conversion

]. With the shift to higher frequencies, also new physggtems come into play, e.g., nuclei
with low-lying collective states naturally arise as caradeb for x-ray quantum optics studies.
The advent of the x-ray free electron laser (XFEM)H?, 8] hpsreed the possibility to investigate
nuclear quantum opticQ [9] and nuclear coherent populataosfer|[10]. Further coherent control
tools based on nuclear cooperative eff —14] are kradso from nuclear forward scattering
(NFS) experiments with third-generation light sources. &y lexample in this direction is how
manipulation of the hyperfine magnetic field in NFS systenwwigies means to control single
x-ray photons, in storage of nuclear excitation energy Hr generation of keV single-photon
entanglement [16].

Coherent control at high frequencies may develop the toawit x-ray imaging towards better
precision and non-destructive measurements performéudsmgle or few photons. Furthermore,
from a practical point of view, forwarding optics and quantunformation to shorter wavelengths
in the x-ray region has the potential of shrinking computtgments in future photonic devices
such as the quantum photonic circuit![17]. The small diticaclimit of x-rays is guaranteed to
prevent any obstacles in the fabrication technology tos/ardst compact devic§18]. However,
such tasks require mastery of x-ray optics and powerfulrobtdols of single-photon wave packet
amplitude, frequency, polarization and ph [19]. Theshbgment of x-ray optics elements
had made already significant progress with the realizatfoaray diamond mirrors &2] and
cavities EJS], hard x-ray WaveguideJ;Hﬂ 25] and the Fdbeyet resonato@EES]. Efficient
phase-sensitive photon storage for photon delay lines aagl ghase modulation, preferably even
for single-photon wave packets, are next milestones todoehesl.

Here, we present two important control tools for hard x-nalystons using resonant scattering
of light off nuclei in a NFS setup. The delocalized naturehd huclear excitation produced by
coherent XFEL or synchrotron radiation (SR) light, i.eg tbrmation of a nuclear exciton, opens
the possibility to control the coherent decay and theredonession of scattered light. Making use
of this feature, we first put forward how to store a single hardy photon for time intervals of
10-100 ns by turning off the hyperfine magnetic field in a NFStey. The stored single photon
can be released by turning on the magnetic field. We emph#dsaz@ur scheme conserves not

only the excitation energy, as already demonstrated in[@],. but also the photonic polarization



and phase beyond the ps time range. Next, we show how to ntedhka stored photon with a
phase shift ofr by using a releasing hyperfine magnetic field oriented in fhgosite direction to
the initial one. For the measurement of thigphase shift of the retrieved photon, we refer to the
echo technique using two nuclear targ —31] and detmadedor the first time a magnetically
induced nuclear exciton echo without any mechanical vitanadf the targets. This echo two-
sample setup can also be used for polarization-sensitiv®plstorage involving a mere rotation
of the hyperfine magnetic field by 180The experimental feasibility of our storage schemes is
discussed.

The typical NFS setup is presented in Fij. 1(a). The enri¢hid target is depicted by the
green cuboid. The incident x-ray pulse can be either SR agreoth XFEL light. SR typically pro-
duces at most one excited nucleus per pulse, thus providialggdle single-excitation and single
released photon scenario. The disadvantage here is thatttalEphotonic phase is undefined. On
the other hand, coherent x-ray light from seeded or osoil4FEL ] with a well-defined
photonic phase can be used at low intensities such as to lkeexcitation rate below one nucleus
per pulse in the sample if single photons are desirable. Aereally applied magnetic field
in the z direction induces the nuclear hyperfine splitting of theugb and excited”Fe nuclear
states illustrated in Fid.l 1(b). The hyperfine splitting esithe quantum bemg 36] typically
visible in NFS time spectra. An x-ray pulse with meV or subvhi@ndwidth tuned on the 14.413
keV nuclear transition energy scatters off the nuclearetgpgrallel to the; direction. Depending
on the pulse polarization, different hyperfine transitiank be driven. In Fig[1(a), the linearly

polarized x-ray field drives thAm = m. — m, = 0 transitions indicated by arrows in Fig. 1(b).
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FIG. 1. (a) Nuclear forward scattering setup. The blue ardmpicts the linear polarized x-ray pulse
propagating iny direction andB is the external magnetic field initially parallel to theaxis. (b) Hyperfine
level structure of"Fe. The blue solid arrows denote then = m, — m, = 0 transitions driven by the

x-ray pulse which is linearly polarized in thedirection.



The notationn, andm,, is used for the projections of the nuclear spin on the quatitiz axis.
We consider thé/1 transition of*”Fe from the ground state to the first excited state at 14.413
keV, namely the two transitions withm = 0 among the six-level system denoted in Fi. 1(b).

The dynamics of the density matrixis governed by the Maxwell-Bloch equatio@[&l—%]:

~ 13 =

op = — [H,P] + Ps
ih
1 )
Eﬁth + 0,80 = i (az1p31 + Ga2pa2) (1)
with the interaction Hamiltonian
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In the equations abovA is the x-ray detuning to the 14.4 keV transition assumed tpdoe and
Age) denotes the Zeeman energy splitting of the nuclear growuitéel) state proportional to the
magnetic fieldB. In Eq. (1),p., = Ac.A; for {e, g} € {1,2,3,4} are the density matrix elements
of p for the nuclear wave functiop)) = A;|1) + A,|2) + A3|3) + A4]4), where the ket vectors
are the eigenvectors depicted in Fig. 1(b). Furthermate= a, = \/ﬁ are the corresponding
Clebsch-Gordan coefﬁciengg 40] for then = 0 transitions ang, describes the spontaneous
decay [39]. The parameteris defined as) = “«a, wherel' = 1/141.1 GHz is the spontaneous

L
states represents the effective resonant thickn 5137, 38lan 10
ar=— — . oom
IR
Rc: l Rc: %—Re
I B

_____________________________________________

FIG. 2. The time dependence of the hyperfine magnetic Beled line) and the corresponding dynamics
of the nuclear currents (orange arrows). The dynamics wilsbirveyed in three temporal domains: (1)

To <t <Tog;, (@ Tog <t <Ton; () Ton < t.



pm the thickness of the target, respectively. Further natatare?, for the Rabi frequency which
is propotional to the electric fielél, of the x-ray pulse [39, 40] andthe speed of light.

Fig.[2 illustrates the time evolution of our photon storagleesne. The external magnetic field
B, depicted by the red line, is present before the x-ray putgarnges on the target &f,. At
T, the B field is turned off and later turned back on7at,. Additionally, the orange arrows in
Fig.[2 demonstrate the time evolution of the nuclear trasiturrent matrix elements as defined

in Ref. [15]. In our treatment, this is equivalent with intigating the coherence ternig,; and
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FIG. 3: (a) The unperturbed NFS time spectrum witly = 15I" and @ = 10. Blue solid lines
are the intensities of the NFS signal, red dashed dotted lilemote qualitatively the applied magnetic
field B, the gray dotted lines are proportional ¢o'* and the green dashed lines are proportional to
<\/%Jl [2@])26_“ [3€,37]. In (b-c), the hyperfine magnetic field is turned dffta= 21 ns,

and turned back on at ()= 75 ns and (c) = 125 ns.



ios: 87,.38].

Initially, the ensemble of’Fe nuclei is excited by the x-ray pulse B;. Subsequently, the
purely real currents are abruptly built. In the time intérid, the two currents start to rotate in
opposite directions on the complex plane with the factor'6f s? caused by the magnetic field
until t = T, whenB is turned off. The corresponding phase gaia-ig\z 7. Here and in the
following we have used for simplicity the notatiodsy = A, + A, andT = T, — T5,. Within
the time interval (2), the quantum beat (arising from therigrence between the twam = 0
transitions) is frozen with the factor ef**~57 since the hyperfine field has vanished, and only
the dynamical beaﬂ[t%gﬂ] due to interference betweeltipte scattering processes in the
sample persists. During the time interval (3), the preseftiee magnetic field makes the quantum
beat emerge again.

We numerically solve Eq[{1) withh = 10 and Az = 15T, and present our photon storage
results in Figs[3 and]4 . The NFS signal intensitigs(, L)|? are compared with the spon-
taneous decay curves!'® and the pure dynamical beat (for the case of no hyperfinetiaglit
(\/%Jl [2@])2 e Tt [@ ], whereJ; is the Bessel function of first kind. Figl 3(a) shows
the unperturbed NFS time spectrum where both quantum bedatyaramical beat are observed.
In Fig.[3(b) and (c) we demonstrate photon storage by turaffithe magnetic field at = 21 ns
(corresponding to a quantum beat mininufigT = N7 with N odd). Both nuclear currents
corresponding to thé\m = 0 transitions are frozen on the imaginary axis (see Hig. 2)wamd
dergo destructive interference. In this case the interefitjhe emitted radiation is significantly
suppressed, being three orders of magnitude smaller cexhpathe unperturbed spectrum. Later
on, by turning the hyperfine magnetic field on again att(s} 75 ns and (c)t = 125 ns, the
unsuppressed photon signal is observed again within theititerval (3). Fig[B also shows that
the stored nuclear excitation energy experiences spanmtardecay during the storage tir@[lS].

The electric field envelopes of the scattered photon arespted in Fig[¥. In Figll4(a), the
magnetic field beford,z = 80.5 ns and that aftetf,, = 175 ns are the same and the phase
before storage and after retrieving is continuous in th&ecdf, however, the retrieving magnetic
field is applied in opposite direction as shown in Fig. 4(bg phase of the released photon will be
modulated with a shift of. This is caused by the effect of reversed time related wifctrange of
sign of the hyperfine magnetic fie m 42], i.e., all theleac currents evolve backwards in time.
Our density matrix calculations have been double-checketth® comparison with results from
the iterative solution of the wave equations originallygosed by Shvyd’kJﬂS]. The agreement

is complete for both electric field envelope and scatterglat lintensity, proving the equivalence



of the two methods.

The most significant advantage of our scheme is the consamwtthe photonic polarization
and phase. Storage of nuclear excitation energy by magingticrotations in NFS experiments
with SR was presented in ReBlS]. This pioneering work hpsned the avenue of coherent
control applications with nuclei using magnetic switchingowever, the scheme in ReﬂlS]
is not phase-sensitive. Since the magnetic Hamiltoniariszearo during the storage, both the
polarization l[;l%] and the phase of the particular polarimatomponents cannot be stored and the
properties of the released photon depend on the switchstgrits. While for experiments with
incoherent SR phase information can be disregarded, watladivent of coherent XFEL sources
and x-ray quantum optics experiments, phase storage andlatioth becomes crucial for many
applications. So far, coherent trapping of hard x-rays ysta cavities provides photon storage
for time intervals in the ps ran923]. Our scheme providésist phase and polarization storage
of the x-ray photon on the 10-100 ns scale determined by tbkeaulifetime.

In order to implement our phase-sensitive storage scheperiexentally, a material with no
intrinsic nuclear Zeeman splitting like stainless steekEe;Niyg ,@] is required. The re-
maining challenge is to turn off and on the external magrfetlds of few Tesla on the ns time
scale. According to our calculations for the case of Eigh8,raising time of thé field should
be shorter than 50 ns (the raising time was considered 4 ral fjoresented cases). This could be

achieved by using small single- or few-turn coils and a matepulse current of approx. 15 kA
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FIG. 4: Phase modulation of retrieved x-ray via reversirgapplied magnetic fielB. Blue solid lines are
the electric field of NFS signal, red dashed lines denote ppéead magnetic field8. TheB field is turned
off at T, = 80.5 ns and then switched on &}, = 175 ns, such that (aBB(t < Tog) = B(t > Ty,) and (b)

B(t < Tog) =-B(t > T,,,). Comparing with (a), the phase of retrieved x-ray is mothddy in (b).



from low-inductive high-voltage “snapper” capacitJQIAAnother mechanical solution, e.g., the
lighthouse setup [45] could be used to bring the excitecetangt and in a region with confined
staticB field. We estimate that a rotor with rotational frequenciegmto 70 kHz and a diameter
of few mm ] is fast enough to rotate the sample out a deptevaf.m in a few tens of ns.

Let us now turn to the measurement of th@hase shift. A typical x-ray optics setup would
require to let ther-modulated photon interfere with a part of the original pubs a triple Laue
interferometer@&?]. We adopt here another approaahgha the simple and elegant photon
echo solution used in NFS experiments with SR to allow thétesed photon to interfere with
itself in a two-target setup. Mechanical x-ray phase mddhavas demonstrated in this manner
in studies of coherent transient effe [48], gamma e@]sa{nd nuclear exciton ech&@ﬁ%l}.
Our two-targets setup is presented in Eig. 5. A dynamicalmatigfieldB, (¢) is applied to target
1, and a statiB, is applied to target 2. The target response is determindtdlbyA g, t) = 5(t) —
Wia, Ap,t) andW (e, Ap,t) = 2=y (2@) e attilnst [@], and the forward-scattered x-
ray field is then given by? ™) () = [ R(a, Ap,t — 7)E©(7)dr [31]. Using EO(t) = 4(t) as
x-ray input, the resulting electric field registered by tlegedtor is the real part of

E(2)(t) = 5(t> — W(Oél, ABla t) — W(Oég, ABQ,t)
t
+ / W(ag, Apa,t —7)W(an, Apy, 7)dr. (2)
0

This depicts the interference of four possible cohererttestag channelslBl]: (1)(t), no scatter-
ing; (2)-W(ay, Api,t), the photon is scattered by target 1 only; 3}/ (aw, A po, t), the photon
is scattered by target 2 only; (4) the mutual integral, thetph is first scattered by target 1 and

then by target 2. It is easy to see that channel (2) and (3)caiicel each other out when the
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FIG. 5: The setup of magnetically induced nuclear excitdmoewith two targets. The orange rectangles
depict the targets, and the red pulse the input x-ray. Yetlmgses illustrate the formation of the nuclear
exciton. The light blue up-down thick arrows show the appleagnetic fields: the dynamic#,(¢) is
applied to target 1, whereas the stdBg is applied to target 2. (1)(2)(3)(4) are four possible ceher

scattering channels (see text for details).
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FIG. 6: Magnetically induced nuclear exciton echo using= a; = 1 and| Ap; | = Apy = 15

The magnetic fieldB;(¢) is turned off at7,g = 51 ns and on afl,, = 100 ns. The black dashed line
denotes the case & (¢t > T,,) = B1(t < Tog), the red solid line and red dotted line illustrate the case of
B, (t > T,n) = —Bi(t < Tog). The blue solid line in (b) depicts the magnetically inducedlear exciton
echo withB;(204.3ns > ¢t > Tp,,) = —By(t > 204.3ns) = —B(t < Tog), i.e.,B1(¢) is rotated back at

t =204.3 ns. The gray arrows mark the instant when the magfieldl is rotated: (a) the first time, (b) the

second time.

effective thicknesses of the two targets are equat a, andB(t > T,,) = —B,, i.e,B4(t) is
reversed at = T,,,. Hence one can observe when the NFS signal is significanpigressed once
the effectiver phase shift is magnetically modulated in target 1.

Fig.[8 shows our numerical results with = a, = 1, | Ap | = Ay = 15T, Tog = 51 ns
andT,, = 100 ns. The presence of two target results in the faster cohdenay (red dashed
line) that proceeds with effective resonant depthef 2, i.e., double the thickness of each target

]. The magnetic field in target 1 is switched offiat; = 51 ns and back on &f,, = 100 ns.
For continuous phase, the intensity of the scattered fieés @t change. If, however, the phase
of the retrieved field isr-modulated by turning on the opposite magnetic fiel8,, the detected
signal is significantly suppressed. The difference betweetwo retrieving scenarios is presented

in Fig.[6(a). Similarly to our storage scheme for one tarjjés, destructive interference between

9



two scattering channels that leads to this effect. To confirat the destructive interference of
scattering channel (2) and (3) causes this suppressionynyeef check the effect of a magnetic
field rotation back at a node valug") (¢t > 100 ns) = 0. Then the NFS after the second rotation
of B; should be enhanced like an echo. This magnetically induaetkar exciton echo is visible
in Fig.[8(b) when we rotate the magnetic fidd(¢) back att = 204.3 ns.

It becomes apparent that the magnetically induced nucheztoa echo itself also provides
another convenient solution for polarization-sensitih@fon storage: inverse magnetic fields in
target 1 and 2 lead to a significant suppression of the sedtieray light. A sequence of twiB0°
rotations of the magnetic field direction in target 1 at thargum beat minima can therefore lead to
storage and retrieval of the x-ray photophase-modulated. This can be experimentally achieved
in antiferromagnets asFeBO; with strong intrinsic hyperfine magnetic fields that can eatex
with the help of a weak 10 G external fieﬁllS]. F&sh° magnetic field rotations in such materials
have been successfully perfoer [41]. This specific caseagfnetic switching in a two-target
setup preserves the photon polarization and can modulaehbtonic phase but it is less robust
compared to our scheme since both efficiency of the storag¢h@phase of the released photon
depend on the rotation moment. Nevertheless, the magleticduced nuclear exciton echo
might provide an additional experimentally accessiblegéd investigate mechanical-free x-ray
storage and phase modulation in the near future.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated phase-sensitiveggtaradr phase modulation for single
hard x-ray photons. As a step forward towards feasible obsthemes in x-ray nuclear quantum
optics, we believe our results will help extend Moore’s I][to the future photonic devices.

We would like to thank R. Rohlsberger for fruitful discusiss and T. Herrmannsdorfer for his

advice on the generation of strong magnetic fields.
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